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DETAILED ACTION 



Claims 1-55 are presented for examination. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 



2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed pubUcation in this or a foreign country or in pubUc use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of appUcation for patent in the United States. 

3. Claims 1-11, 15, 20-36, 39-40, 42-49, 51 and 53-54 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) 
as being anticipated by Day et al (US Patent no 6,016,400). 

4. As per claims 1 and 23, Day et al teach 

providing a user-customized, text-based script [col. 3, lines 49-51; the preload 
customization script that has been customized before installing an operating system]; 

booting a computer from an operating system image on a computer readable medium 
[col. 4, lines 14-17; booting with a base operating system], wherein said computer has an 
architecture greater than 32-bits [col. 2, line 65; PowerPC system; col. 3, line 12; IBM RS/6000]; 
and 



Application/Control Number: 09/9 1 2,864 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2115 

performing one or more functions on the computer according to the user-customized, 
text-based script [col 3, line 65 - col. 4, hne 33; installing various software applications and the 
complete operating system with several changes based on customization script; col. 3, lines 5-9]. 

5. As per claim 24, Day et al teach 

providing a user-customized, text script [col. 3, lines 49-51; the preload 
customization script that has been customized before installing an operating system]; 

booting a computer from a first operating system image on a computer readable medium 
[col. 4, lines 14-17; booting with abase operating system]; and 

installing a second operating system image on the computer according to the user- 
customized, text-based script, wherein booting and installing include only one re-boot of the 
computer [col. 3, lines 5-9; col. 4, lines 27-33; after booting with a first operating system that 
gives a startup support and to read the customization script to install applicable software and a 
second customized operating system; col. 2, lines 22-26]. 
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As per claim 31, Day et al teach 



a first operating system image with operating system components selected by a user [col. 
4, lines 14-17; booting with a base operating system selected by a user from a readable medium]; 

a second operating system image [col. 3, lines 5-9; col 4, lines 27-33; after booting with 
a first operating system that gives a startup support and to read the customization script to install 
applicable software and a second customized operating system; col. 2, lines 22-26]; and 

a text-based script file customized by a user which interacts with the first operating 
system image to install the second operating system image on a computer [col. 3, lines 49-51; the 
preload customization script that has been customized beft)re installing an operating system and 
the first base operating system uses this script file to install applicable software and customize 
the second operating system accordingly], wherein the computer has an architecture greater than 
32-bit [col. 2, line 65; PowerPC system; col. 3, line 12; IBM RS/6000], 



7. As per claims 39 and 46, Day et al teach 



selecting a subset of operating system components from a plurality of operating system 
components [col. 4, lines 13-15; base operating boot code]; 
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generating a list of files associated with the selected subset of operating system 
components [col. 4, Hnes 19-33]; and 

installing the selected subset of operating system components on the destination medium 
as the operating system image [col. 2, lines 23-25; col 3, lines 5-9; col. 4, lines 27-33], wherein 
installing includes the files from an installation medium to the destination medium [col. 4, lines 
10-33; CD to hard drive]. 



8. As per claim 47, Day et al teach 

at least one application program which, when executed by one or more processors on a 
computer, causes the one or more processors to perform acts including allowing a user to select a 
set of operating system components from the plurality of operating system components and 
generating a list of files associated with the selected set of operating system components [col. 2, 
lines 23-25; col. 3, lines 5-9; col. 3, line 40 - col. 4, line 33]; and 

operating system component modifications which allow the selected set of operating 
system components to execute as the operating system image [col. 2, lines 23-25; col. 4, lines 27- 
33; custom installation]. 
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9. As per claim 2, Day et al disclose that wherein performing comprises installing another 
operating system image on the computer [col 3, lines 5-9; col 4, lines 27-33]. 

10. As per claim 3, Day et al disclose that wherein the computer includes a mass storage 
device [fig. 1; element 24; col. 5, lines 1-3] and wherein performing comprises partitioning the 
mass storage device [inherent in the process of installing an operating system]. 

11. As per claims 4 and 27, Day et al disclose that wherein the computer includes a mass 
storage device [fig. 1; element 24] and wherein performing comprises formatting the mass 
storage device [inherent in the process of installing an operating system]. 

12. As per claim 5, Day et al disclose that wherein formatting comprises formatting the mass 
storage device with a file system in a format supported by the operating system image [inherent 
in the process of installing an operating system]. 

13. As per claims 6 and 26, Day et al disclose that wherein the computer includes hardware 
and [inherent to a PowerPC or RS/6000 computer system] wherein performing further comprises 
validating the hardware [inherent in the process of installing an operating system]. 

14. As per claim 7, Day et al disclose that prior to installing, validating the hardware using 
protected mode hardware drivers [inherent in the process of installing an operating system]. 
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1 5. As per claims 8 and 28, Day et al disclose that wherein instaUing comprises copying one 
or more files associated with the another operating system image to the computer and integrating 
the files [inherent in the process of installing an operating system], 

16. As per claims 9 and 29, Day et al disclose that wherein the script identifies a plurality of 
steps in which the files are copied and integrated and wherein the script identifies the sequence in 
which the plurality of steps are executed [col. 3, line 48 - col. 4, line 33]. 

17. As per claims 10 and 35, Day et al disclose that wherein the computer has a 64-bit 
architecture [col. 2, line 65; PowerPC system; col. 3, line 12; RS/6000 system]. 

18. As per claim 11, Day et al disclose that wherein booting and performing are operative on 
a computer having an architecture of 32-bits or less [col. 2, line 65; PowerPC system; col. 3, line 
12; RS/6000 system]. 

1 9. As per claims 1 5 and 25, Day et al disclose that wherein the computer readable medium 
includes the script [col. 3, lines 40-51]. 

20. As per claim 20, Day et al disclose that editing the user-customized, text-based script so 
that performing installs another operating system image [col. 3, lines 5-9; as the customization 
script is editable to install a variety of operating systems and apphcation software]. 
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21. As per claims 21 and 44, Day et al disclose that one or more computer readable media 
having computer-executable instructions for performing the method recited in claim 1 [col 40- 



22. As per claims 22 and 45, Day et al disclose that the operating system image on the 
computer resulting from the computerized method of claim 2 [col 3, lines 5-9; col. 4, lines 10- 



23. As per claim 30, Day et al disclose that wherein the computer includes the computer 
readable medium [fig. 1; col. 60-62]. 

24. As per claim 32, Day et al disclose that wherein each of the operating system components 
comprises at least one file [inherent as the base operating boot code will be saved as a file]. 

25. As per claims 33 and 40, Day et al disclose that wherein the operating system 
components include hardware drivers [inherent to an operating system to include hardware 
drivers]. 



43]. 



33]. 
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26. As per claim 34, Day et al disclose that wherein the second operating system image 
includes a plurality of operating system components [inherent to the complete operating system] 
and wherein the first operating system image includes a subset of the plurality of operating 
system components [clearly the base operating system will have a subset of the plurality of 
operating system as it is used to install a variety of operating system; col. 3, lines 5-9]. 

27. As per claim 36, Day et al disclose that wherein the script file is operative on a computer 
having an architecture of 32-bits or less [col 2, line 65; PowerPC system; col. 3, line 12; 
RS/6000 system], 

28. As per claim 42, Day et al disclose that wherein installing further comprises integrating 
the files on the destination medium [inherent in the process of installing an operating system]. 

29. As per claim 43, Day et al disclose that selecting additional operating system 
components, and wherein installing comprises installing the additional operating system 
components on the destination medium [col. 4, lines 9-33]. 

30. As per claim 48, Day et al disclose that the system further comprising a text-based script 
for directing performance of one or more functions by the operating system image [col 2, lines 
23-25; col 3, lines 48-51; col 4, lines 27-33]. 



Application/Control Number: 09/9 1 2,864 Page 1 0 

Art Unit: 2115 

31. As per claim 49, Day et al disclose that wherein the functions include installing an 
operating system on another computer [col 3, line 1 1; assembly of workstations]. 

32. As per claim 51 , Day et al disclose that wherein the set of operating system components 
is a subset of the plurality of operating system components [clearly the base operating system 
will have a subset of the plurality of operating system as it is used to install a variety of operating 
system; col. 3, lines 5-9]. 

33. As per claim 53, Day et al disclose that wherein the operating system component 
modifications include writing state information to volatile memory [inherent to the system]. 

34. As per claim 54, Day et al disclose that wherein the application program, when executed, 
further causes the one or more processors to perform acts including generating the operating 
system image [col. 4, lines 9-33]. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



35. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

36. Claims 12-14, 16-19, 37-38, 41, 50, 52 and 55 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Day et al (US Patent no 6,016,400). 

37. As per claim 12, Day et al disclose the invention substantially. Day et al do not disclose 
expressly about setting a flag and responsive to the set flag, enabling functionahty within the 
operating system image. But clearly. Day et al disclose customizing the operating system 
according to a customization script. Thus, there has to be some sort of flag setting to indicate the 
operating system of various enabling and disabling certain functionalities. Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to utilize 
flag setting to enable and disable certain functionalities of an operating system according to the 
customization script. 



38. As per claim 13, Day et al disclose that allowing user mode software to perform 
configuration responsive to the set flag [col. 4, lines 27-33]. 
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39. As per claim 14, Day et al disclose that wherein functionality includes loading 
configuration information into volatile memory [inherent in the process of installing an operating 
system]. 

40- As per claim 16, Day et al disclose the invention substantially. Day et al do not disclose 
expressly about having the script in remote from the computer readable medium. However, a 
routineer would know that it is possible to have such an script in a remote computer and through 
network capability one can download to the local computer. Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to store the script in a remote computer and this way 
allowing a number of computers to access the script. 

41 . As per claim 17, Day et al disclose the invention substantially. Day et al do not disclose 
expressly about recovering the computer from failure of software. However, a routineer in the 
art would recognize this aspect and user the same procedure to recover the computer in case of a 
failure. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use the same procedure of installing an operating system to recover the 
computer in case of failure where the installed operating system does not fiinction properly. 

42. As per claim 1 8, Day et al disclose that wherein the software includes an operating 
system or an appHcation program [col. 2, lines 24-25]. 
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43. As per claim 19, Day et al disclose the invention substantially. Day et al do not disclose 
expressly about the computer readable medium is accessible by the computer via a network. 
However, a routineer in the art would know that this is quite possible and it is well known in the 
art. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have the readable medium accessible by a computer via a network and 
this way allowing a number of computers to access the script. 

44. As per claim 37, Day et al disclose about an operating system and a text-based script file 
[col. 3, lines 5-9, 48-51; col. 4, lines 27-33]. Day et al do not expressly disclose that the same 
method of installing a customized operating system could be directed for recovering fi-om failure 
of software on a computer. However, a routineer in the art would recognize this because if a 
failure occurs due to software failure including customized operating system and/or software 
applications, one would be able to repeat the process of re-installing the customized operating 
system and/or software applications. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to use the text-based script file of installing a 
customized operating system and/or software appUcations to recover from failure of software on 
the computer. 

45. As per claim 38, Day et al disclose that wherein the software includes another operating 
system image [col. 3, lines 5-9]. 
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46. As per claims 41 and 55, Day et al disclose the invention substantially. Day et al do not 
disclose about creating at least one hive. However, a routineer in the art would know about 
creation of hive as it is known in the art and it will speed up the process. Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to utilize the process of creating hives for 
faster installation process. 

47. As per claim 50, Day et al disclose the invention substantially. Day et al do not expressly 
disclose about recovering another from software failure. However, a routineer in the art would 
recognize this because if a failure occurs due to software failure including customized operating 
system and/or software applications, one would be able to repeat the process of re-installing the 
customized operating system and/or software applications. Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to use method of 
customized installation to recover workstation from software failure. 

48. As per claim 52, Day et al disclose the invention substantially. Day et al do not expressly 
disclose about allowing the user to add at least one of the additional operating system 
components to the selected set of operating system components. However, Day et al clearly 
mention that the invention can be used to a variety of operating systems and thus a user could 
add additional operating system components in the base operating system. Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to allow 
the user to be able to add additional operating system components. 



Appfication/Control Number: 09/912,864 
Art Unit: 2115 



Page 15 



Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Suresh K Suryawanshi whose telephone number is 703-305- 
3990. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:00am - 5:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Thomas C. Lee can be reached on 703-305-9717. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an appKcation may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for pubUshed applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

sks 

June 9, 2004 



THOMA^LEE 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAP/INER 
TECHNOLOGY CE!\ITER 2100 




